
 
 

On Columbine Anniversary: 
Senator Feinstein Calls On Congress and President Bush  

To Reauthorize Assault Weapons Ban 
April 20, 2004 

 
Washington, DC – Today marks the 5th anniversary of the Columbine High School massacre.  

U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.) today called upon the Congress and President Bush once 
again to reauthorize the assault weapons ban. 

 
The following is a statement by Senator Feinstein entered into the Congressional  Record: 
 
“Mr. President, a little before noon five years ago today, Dylan Klebold and Eric Harris 

began a killing spree at Columbine High School that left a dozen of their fellow students and a 
teacher dead, and more than two dozen others wounded.  

 
The Columbine incident was a wake up call to a nation awash with guns, and showed us 

all once again what one or two grievance killers or malcontents can do with powerful, semi-
automatic assault weapons. 

 
Klebold and Harris were troubled young men who chose, tragically, to take out their 

angst on fellow students. 
 
Twenty or thirty years ago, that decision might have simply led to a fist fight during 

recess outside on the playground.  But now, with the prevalence of high-capacity, high-powered 
firearms, that decision quickly led to the deaths of more than a dozen innocents, and then the 
two shooters themselves. 

 
Using several long guns and a TEC-DC9 semi-automatic assault pistol, Klebold and 

Harris were able to move through their high school with impunity, firing shot after shot in rapid 
succession, and quickly ending the hopes and dreams of so many youngsters. 

 
Nobody could take them down, because their weapons made them, for all intents and 

purposes, invulnerable. 
 
And while Columbine was tragic, it was not unique. 
 
Similar grievance killings have occurred across the nation, in every forum: 
• In a San Ysidro, California McDonald’s in 1984, when a gunman with an Uzi killed 21 

and wounded 15 others. 

   



• In Stockton, California, in 1989, when drifter Patrick Purdy walked into a schoolyard 
with an AK-47 and killed 5, wounding 30 others. 

• In Long Island, New York in 1993, when a gunman killed 6 and wounded 19 others on 
a commuter train – he was only brought down when he finally stopped to reload. 

• In Pearl, Mississippi in 1997 when two students were killed. 
• In Paducah, Kentucky in 1998 when three students were killed. 
• In Jonesboro, Arkansas in 1998 when five were killed, and ten more wounded. 
• In Springfield, Oregon in 1998 when two were killed, and 22 wounded. 
• In Atlanta, Georgia in 1999 when a troubled day trader killed his wife, two children 

and several people trading stocks. 
• At a Granada Hills, California Jewish Community Center when a gunman wounded 

three and killed one. 
• At a Fort Worth, Texas Baptist church where seven were killed and seven more 

wounded at a teen church event, all by a man with two guns and 9 high capacity clips, 
with a capacity of 15 rounds each. 

• And the list goes on, and on. 
 
Just last week, I spoke at the funeral of San Francisco Police Officer Isaac Espinoza, who 

was shot and killed by a gang member armed with an AK-47 and a 30-round clip.  Officer 
Espinoza took three shots in his back as a gunman fired 15 rounds in just seconds, giving Officer 
Espinoza and his partner, who was also shot, no time to seek refuge. 

 
Officer Espinoza was a bright young star in the San Francisco Police Department, and he 

had a promising future and loving family.  Now, that future is gone.  His wife Renata is without a 
husband.  His beautiful three-year-old girl Isabella is without a father. 

 
These are the real consequences of assault weapons.  This is not a political debate about a 

theoretical issue.  This is about the death, and tragedy, and loss. 
 
That is why Senator Warner, Senator Schumer and I are seeking to pass legislation to 

reauthorize the federal assault weapons ban for another ten years, before it expires on 
September 13 of this year.  

 
This amendment received 52 votes in this body less than one month ago, but the NRA 

scuttled the underlying gun immunity bill rather than allow the assault weapons bill to pass. 
 
As a result, we are running out of time.  The ban expires on September 13th of this year.  

We cannot afford to let these weapons back on our streets.  We owe the American people more 
than that.  It is just that simple. 

 
This should really be an easy issue. 
 
After all, this amendment already passed the Senate once.   
 
The President has said many times that he supports the current law, and supports 

renewing the current law. 
 
Every major law enforcement organization in the country supports renewing the ban, as 

do countless civic organizations, including: 
• Fraternal Order of Police 
• National League of Cities 



   

• United States Conference of Mayors 
• National Association of Counties 
• International Association of Chiefs of Police 
• International Brotherhood of Police Officers 
• US Conference of Catholic Bishops 
• National Education Association 
• NAACP 
• American Bar Association 
• And the list goes on, and on.  
 
More than three-fourths of the American people, and two-thirds of gun owners, support 

renewing the ban. 
 
In a poll conducted by Mark Penn and Associates October 1 - 6 of last year: 
• 77% of all likely voters supported renewing the assault weapons ban; 
• Only 21% opposed renewal; 
• 72% of Republicans supported renewing the ban, as did 71% of those describing 

themselves as ‘conservatives’; 
• 66% of gun owners supported renewal, and only 32% of gun owners opposed it. 
 
So one might wonder, why don’t we just pass the ban by unanimous consent, get it 

through the House and have it signed into law tomorrow? 
 
But an interesting dynamic is at work here.  An interesting dynamic that relates to one, 

very powerful interest group that has violated the trust of its members and has used threats, 
distortions and bullying tactics to fight against common sense gun control at every level, and at 
all costs. 

 
That group, of course, is the National Rifle Association.  But it is my hope that in the 

coming weeks, this body will stand up to the NRA and instead listen to the President of the 
United States, who supports the ban. 

 
Listen to law enforcement all across the nation who know that this ban makes sense, and 

saves lives. 
 
Listen to the studies that show that crime with assault weapons of all kinds has decreased 

by 50 to 66 percent since the ban took effect almost ten years ago. 
 
A 1999 National Institute of Justice Study found that crime gun traces of assault weapons 

fell 20% in just the first year following enactment of the ban – from 4,077 traces in 1994 to just 
3,268 in 1995.   

 
Murder rates that year dropped 6.7% below what they had been projected to be before 

the ban, once researchers had isolated for other factors. 
 
Murders of police officers with assault weapons also dropped from about 16% of gun 

murders of police in 1994 and early 1995 to 0% in the latter half of 1995 and 1996. 



 
A recent study released by the Brady Center shows that the proportion of assault 

weapons used in crimes fell from a high of 6.15% in the year before the ban, to just 2.57% by 
2001.  This is a 58% decrease in just 8 years, and includes not only the banned guns, but copycat 
guns as well. 

 
The analysis in this study was performed by Gerald Nunziato, who for eight years served 

as the Special Agent in Charge of ATF’s National Tracing Center.  So this is not some fly by 
night study.  This is by the one person who perhaps knows what these numbers mean better than 
anybody. 

 
This follows a statistical analysis by the Department of Justice indicating that banned 

assault weapons used in crime fell by an even greater percentage – almost 66% – between 1995 
and 2001. 

 
The bottom line is that this ban has worked.  
 
If we let these guns back on the streets, we open the door to more and more killings. 
 
If we let these guns back on the streets, we tell Steve Sposato, whose wife Jody was killed 

in the 101 California shooting more than ten years ago, that we have forgotten his pain. 
 
If we let these guns back on the streets, we send an invitation to terrorists to come to 

America and arm themselves, as recommended in an Al Qaeda training manual.  Is now the time 
to do this? 

 
If we let these guns back on the streets, we ignore ten years of success. 
 
What is the argument for letting these banned guns back on the streets?   
 
Who is clamoring for newly manufactured AK-47s?   
 
Who is clamoring for new TEC-9s?   
 
These are guns that are never used for hunting.  They are not used for self defense, and if 

they are it is more likely that they will kill innocents than intruders. 
 
These guns – and everyone knows it – have but one purpose, and that purpose is to kill 

other human beings.  Why would we want to open the floodgates again and let them back on our 
streets?  There is simply no good reason. 

 
So in the coming weeks I will again offer my amendment to extend the assault weapons 

ban, and I urge the President to come forward and ‘put his money where his mouth is’ in terms 
of helping us get this legislation passed.   

 
The families of the students killed at Columbine five years ago, Officer Espinoza’s wife, 

and so many other victims of gun violence demand that we act.” 
 
 
 
 


